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A Decade of Literacy Research in the
Journal of Research and Development in Education

A bstract

Two hundred sixty articles were published in IRDE from 1990-1999. Thirty-six (13.8%)

focused on literacy. Information was categorized for each article with respect to the authors'

gender, multiple versus single authorship, study design, use of statistics, age of subjects, number

of subjects, and kind of research. There was no significant trend by year for the number of

articles published by men, women, or male/female co-authors. There was a significant trend by

year for the number of articles with single verstis multiple authors. From 1995, no single-

authored articles focused on literacy were published in JRDE. There were also chanaes in

predominant approaches to desiLm during the decade. The majority of the studies analyzed were

experimental or descriptive. From 1990 to 1994, more designs were experimental while from

1995 more were descriptive.

The majority of the studies primarily used ANOVA or MANOVA. None of the articles

published after 1995 were applied research; all were basic research. The majority of the studies

focused on elementary school-aae children and on colleae students. Approximately half the

studies had fewer than 100 subjects. Most of the articles had multiple questions/foci.



A Decade of Literacy Research in the Journal of Research and

Development in Education

When a key word search on the Internet for 'Tducational Research Journals in Literacy

Education" yields More than 350 hits, it is apparent that researchers and teachers have become

consumers of educational research with a literacy fOcus. It is obvious that the journals published

by the major professional organizations (i.e., International Reading ASsociation, National

Readin2 Conference, National Council of TeacherS of English) are not the only sources of

informationfor literacy professionals. Professional organizations' journals are, hOwever,

devoted to publishing onlY literacy research so scholars consult them for knowledge in a specific

area.

The purpose of this study is to identify research in the Journal of Research and

Development in Education from 1990-1999 focused on literacy. In addition to identifying the

literacy-related articles, information about the articles is categorized to describe the work

published and to determine trends in literacy research, including single versus multiple authors,

focus of the study, design, statistics used if any, age of subjects, number of subjects, applied

versus basic research, and gender of authors.

Methods and/or Techniques

Two university faculty, each with a Ph.D. with a literacy focus, who are also credentialed

public school teachers, read every abstract in the JRDE, 1990-1999. Each separately decided if

the article focused on literacy and should be included in the study. They agreed on 93% of the

articles after reading the abstracts. The other 7% were included/excluded following their

discussion. Collectively, the researchers defined literacy and applicable abstracts as those

dealing with some aspect of reading, writing, and speaking with subjects who were students in

kindergarten throuah graduate school.
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FollOwing the work of Nelson and Coorough (1994), the following information was

identified and categorized on each study: 1) gender of authors; 2 ) multiple versus single

authorship; 3) design of study (e.g., experimental, descriptive, correlational, analytical, program

evaluation, historical., and qualitative; 4) statistics (e.g., ANOVA model, frequencies and

percentages, correlation, nonparametric, multivariate, and no statistics; 5) age ofsubjects; -6)

number of subjects; and 7) type of research (applied versus basic). If the researchers could not

obtain the information from the abstracts, the entire article was used. The researchers also

categorized information pertaining to the topic(s) of the. studies. They agreed on 96% of the

cateaories; the other 4% were decided through discussion.

Data Source

The data source were the abstracts from the articles, 1990-1999. The articles themselves

were used when necessary.

Results and/or Conclusions

Two hundred sixty articles were published in the Journal of Research and Development

in-Education, 1990-1999. Thirty-six (13.8%) of the articles focused on literacy. The number of

articles focusing on literacy is presented in Table lby year.

Insert Table 1 here.

Nine articles (25%) were authored by men, 11 (31%) by women, and 16 (44%) had Male

and female co-authors. Ten of the articles (28%) were single-authored and 26 of the articles

(72%) were co-authored. There was no significant trend by year concerning the number of

articles published by men, women, or male/female co=authors. There was a significant trend by

year for the number of articles with single versus multiple authors. This is depicted in Table 2.

Insert Table 2 here.
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Thils, from 1995 no single-authored articles focused on literacy were published in IRDE.

There were changes in predominant approaches to des* during the decade, which is

depicted in Table 3.

Insert Table 3 here.

Thus, 7 (19%) of the studies were correlational;-1 6 (44%) were experimental, 11 (31%).were

descriptive, and 2 (6%) were analytical. From 1995 fewer designs were experimental and more

were descriptiye than between 1990 and 1994.

The majority of the studies primarily used ANOVA or MANOVA. (See Table 4.) Seven

(19 1/3%) used Correlation (with or without regression), 5 (14%) used MANOVA, 11 (31%)

used ANOVA, 8 (22%) used frequencies and descriptive statistics, 3 (8 1/3%) used no statistics;

1 (2 2/3%) used meta-analysis, and 1 (2 2/3%) used chi-square primarily. Twenty-four (66

2/3%) were basic research and 12 (33 1 i3%).were applied research. None of the artiCles

focusing on literacy after 1995 were applied. Thus, from

basic; 50%, applied,

1996-1999, 50% of the studies were

Insert Table 4 here.

The majority of the studies focused on elementary school-age children (12, 33 1/3%) and

on college students (11, 3 I 1/3%). The other studies focused on grades 4-8 (2, 5%), grades 1-8

(3, 9 1/3%), multi-age (2, 5%), high school (4, 11%), no human subjects (1, 2/12%), or adults (1,

2 1/2%). Six of the studies (16 1/2%) involved 1-25 subjects, 2 (5 1/2%) had 26-49 subjects, 6

(16 1/2%) had 50-74 subjects, 4 (11%) had 75-99 subjects, 4 (11%) had 100-125 subjects, 2 (5

(17 1/2%) had 150-200 subjects, 1 (5 1/2%) had 300-500 subjects, 4 (11%) had 500-1000

subjects, and 5 (14%) had more.than 1000 subjects. One study had no human subjects. (See

Table 4.)
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Most of the articles had multiple questions/foci. Thus, articles were categorized for each

focus. See Table 5.

Insert Table 5 here.

Twelve articles included work on writing/fluency/the effects of handwriting on writing; 7 on

attitudes/perceptions/beliefs contributing toward literacy; 7 on content area literacy; 5 on

comprehension; 5 on sign systems., 5 on literature-based literacy; 5 on technology-related

studies; 4 on assessment; 4 on gender-related studies: 3 on vocabulary; 2 on reading strategies; 2

on phonoloizical awareness; 2 on special education populations; 1 on parts of speech; and 1 on

spelling.

Conclusions

As expectations of workload and scholarly publications continue to be demanding for

many researchers and teachers, this study provides a venue for obtaining large amounts of

information with ease and accuracy by highlighting significant trends in literacy research. As we

understand our own work and value, we need to look at what designs, foci, and tools we and

others are using to conduct research. _This is a timely study, one that seeks to identify reliable

sources of information for literacy researchers and teachers. This particular journal reports both

conceptual and empirical work with an emphasis on the latter. Both the editors and reviewers

are well known and experts in their respective fields.

Specific trends were identified. First, there were more multiple-authored papers in the

latter half of the decade than the first. Second, experimental designs were less prevalent in the

last half of the decade: descriptive studies became more prominent during this time.period.

Third, the majority of the studies employed MANOVA and/or ANOVA. Fourth, topics were

varied, but were well-focused research on major topics in literacy. Fifth, the most studied
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populations were elementary school4ge children and college students. Sixth, from the mid-point

in the decade on, all studies were basic research, not applied.

The authors concluded the work -published was a significant contribution to what is

known about literacy and the IRDE made a valuable contribution (hiring the last decade of this

20th century.
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Table 1 Number of Articles by Year

Year Number of Articles

1990 4
1991 5

1992 4
1993 4
1994 4
1995 3

1996 6

1997 3

1998 3

1999 0
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Table 2

Year

Single vs. Multiple-Authored Articles by Year

Single Author Multiple Authors

1990 1. 3
1991 3 2
1992 3 1

1993 1

1994 2 2
1995 0 3

1996 0 6
1997 0 3

1998 0 3

1999 0 0
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Table 3 Design of Study-by. Year

Year Design

Correlational Experimental Descriptive Analytical

1990
1991

1992
1993
1994 0
1995 1

1996 0
1997 H
1998 0
1999 0

1
1 0

1 4 0
1

,
1

I. ? 1

4 0
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Table 5 Studies by Topic

Assessment:
Farr and Jongsma, 1993
Gordon, Englehard, Gabrielson, and Bernknopf, 1996
Goulden, 1994
Plata, Zelhart, and House, 1995

Belief Systems:
Attitudes and perceptions about literacy

Collis and 01 lila, 1990
Levine, Donitsa-Schmidt, Zellermayer, 1996
McKinney and Jones, 1993
Naylor, Dwyer, and Blis, 1995
Pottorff, Phelps-Zientarski, and Skovera, 1996
Sinclair, 1994
Smith, 1990
Walstasd and Van Scyoc, 1990

Genres:
Content Area Literacy

Craig and Yore, 1996
Gallini, Spires, Terry, and Gleaton, 1993
Lechner and Barry, 1997
McKinney and Jones, 1993
Sinclair, 1994
Walstasd and Van Scyoc, 1990
Yeager and Davis, 1995

Literature-based
Lechner and Barry, 1997
Mallette, Bean, and Readance, 1998
McKinney and Jones, 1993
Naylor, Dwyer, and Blis, 1995
Wham, Barnhart, and Cook, 1996

Literacy Mediums:
Sign Systems

Alspaugh, 1991
Klesius and Sear ls, 1990
Shave and Walls, 1998
Smith, Miller, Grossman, and Valeri-Gold, 1994
Stahl, Brozo, Smith, Henk, and Commander, 1991

Technology-related studies
Collis and 011ila, 1990
Foster, Erickson, Foster, Brinkman, and Torgesen, 1994
Klesius and Sear ls, 1990
LaFramboise, 1991
Levine, Donitsa-Schmidt, and Zellermayer, 1996
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Reading:
Comprehension

Craig and Yore, 1990
Gallini, Spries, Terry, and Gleaton, 1993
Rabren and Drch, 1996
Rupley and Willson, 1997
Shaver and Wallis, 1998

Parts of speech
Smith, Miller, Grossman, and Valeri-Gold, 1994

Phonological Awareness
Foster, Erickson, Foster, Brinkman, and Torgesen, 1994
Torgeson, Wagner, Bryant, and Pearson, 1992

Reading Strategies
Craig and Ybrk,.1996
Sinclair, 1994

Vocabulary
Klesius and Sear ls, 1990
Smith, Miller, Grossman, and Valeri-Gold, 1994
Stahl, Brozo, Smith, Henk, and Commander, 1991

Specific Populations:
Culturally-driven studies

Harvey, 01 lila, Baxter, and Guo, 1997
Lechner and Barry, 1997
Ma llette, Bean, and Readance, 1998
Wham, Barnhart, and Cook, 1996

Gender-related studies
Collis and 01 lila, 1990
Harvey, 01 lila, Baxter, and Guo, 1997
Levine, Donitsa-Schmidt, and Zellermayer, 1996
Pottorff, Phelps-Zientarski, and Skovera, 1996

Parental influences
Alspaugh, 1991
Pottorff, Phelps-Zientarski, and Skover, 1996
Shaver and Walls, 1998

Preservice pedagogy
Lechner and Barry, 1997
Wham, 1993
Yeager and Davis, 1995

Special education populations
Plata, Zelhart, and House, 1995
Rabren and Darch, 1996

Writing:
ProduCts and Processes:

Blohm and Benton, 1991
Farr and Jongsma, 1993
Gordon, Englehard, Gabrielson, and Bernknopf, 1996
Harvey, 01 lila, Baxter, and Guo, 1997
Knudson, 1991
Knudson, 1992
LaFramboise, 1991
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Rybczynski, 1992
Sweedler-Brown, 1992

Spelling
Madrid, Terry, Greenwood, Whaley, and Webber, 1998
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